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Introduction

What is the purpose of this addendum?

This addendum to the 2009 Recreation Discidine Report (Washington State Department of
Transportation [WSDOT] 2009a), which was prepared as part of the State Route (SR) 520, Interstate 5
(I-5) to Medina: Bridge Replacement and High-occupancy Vehicle (HOV) Project Supplemental Draft
Environmental Impact Statemeand Section 4(f)/6(f) EvaluatiofSDEIS) (WSDOT 2010a), presents the
environmental effects of the Preferred Alternative for the SR 520, I-5 to Medina: Bridge Replacement
and HOV Project; compares its effects to those of design options A, K, and L discussed in the SDEIS,
and reflects additional analyses that resulted from the public and agency comments received on the
SDEIS. These analyses are shown in the context of the Preferred Alternative.

The information contained in the 2009 Recreation Discipline Report on affected environment and
project effects is still pertinent to the Preferred Alternative and its effects, except where this
addendum specifically updates it. Text updated to reflect the Preferred Alternative has been cross-
referenced using the page numbers contained within the 2009 Recreation Discipline Report. Where
an addendum exhibit updates or adds new data or different likely effects on an exhibit contained in
the discipline report, the exhibit name is followed by “(Update to Exhibit # of the 2009 Discipline
Report).”

Project design and construction information used to analyze potential effects of the Preferred
Alternative on recreation is included in the Description of Alternatives Discipline Report
Addendum (WSDOT 2011a) and the Construction Techniques and Activities Discipline Report
Addendum and Errata (WSDOT 2011b).

An errata sheet is attached to this addendum (Attachment 1) to show revisions and clarifications to
the 2009 Recreation Discipline Report that do not constitute new findings or analysis.

What key issues were identified in the public and
agency comments on the SDEIS?

Key recreation-related topics identified in public and agency comments were:

x Construction effects from noise, visual quality changes, dust, traffic, and parking

x  Specific effects on recreational boating ard associated facilities from construction

x Use of open space on new lids as parks

X Characterization and treatment of Lake Washington Boulevard as a park boulevard

X Retention of shoreline access at the Montlake Playfield

FEIS_REC_DRA_SUDS_06MAY11 1
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x Construction and operational effects on the Washington Park Arboretum (Arboretum) and its
plant collection and consistency with the Arbore tum Master Plan (City of Seattle et al. 2001)

X Bicycle and pedestrian connectivity and trail access

The errata sheet in Attachment 1 presents revisions to the 2009 Recreation Discipline Report that
respond to public and agency comments. Other topics are addressed in this addendum as
applicable.

What are the key points of this addendum?

Effects During Construction

x The Preferred Alternative does not have any effects to recreation resources east of Lake
Washington, the same all SDEIS options.

x During construction, the Preferred Alternative would have the same likely effects as Option A to
recreational use of Lake Washington and associated water bodies. WSDOT would provide
mitigation for those effects, including working wi th affected yacht clubs and owners of private
moorage in the study area to minimize effects on moorage and maintain access for boats to the
extent possible.

X As shown in Exhibit 1, the Preferred o _ )
Al . I . | Exhibit 1. Construction-related Direct Effects on
ternative would acquire a larger amount Recreation Resources per Option
of temporary construction easement in park (Update to Exhibit 2 of the 2009 Discipline Report)
and recreation resources, compared to

Option Total Acres
Option A (7.6 acres of parkland needed as )
. Preferred Alternative 7.6
opposed to 6.1 acres for Option A). However,
these areas would be restored after Option A 6.1
construction is complete. Option K 9.1
Option L 7.2

x Noise, air quality, visual quality, and
transportation effects of the Preferred
Alternative on recreation resources would be similar to those of Option A.

Effects During Operation
Effects during operation are as follows:

x As with SDEIS Option A, the Preferred Alternative would have no operational effects on
Eastside recreation resources.

x As shown in Exhibit 2, the Preferred Alternative would acquire less right-of-way acquisitions in
park and recreation resources than Option A (see Exhibit 2). Operational effects have been
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x reduced through design refinements N o
followi h ) Exhibit 2. Permanent Park Acquisition for Preferred
ollowing the SDEIS, in response to agency Alternative Compared to SDEIS Options (Update to
and community feedback and ongoing Exhibit 1 of the 2009 Discipline Report)

coordination with stakeholders.

Option Total Acres
x Aside from overall park impacts, the Preferred Alternative 6.3
Preferred Alternative would result in a net Option A 6.9
gain of Section 6(f)-protected recreational i
o Option K 8.5
space after construction is complete, because
Option L 7.5

a replacement site on the north shore of

Portage Bay would be developed as a new Note: Acreages of effects do not include utility and stormwater
i ] ) easements, which have no effect aboveground

park site under the requirements of Section

6(f) of the Land and Water Conservation Act. The new site is 3.9 acres; development of this site

would provide a total of 1.3 acres of new parkland, after accounting for the permanent

conversion under Section 6(f). The Section 6(f) Environmental Evaluation (WSDOT 2011c)

provides information on that new site.

x  Similar to the SDEIS design options, trail connectivity would improve under the Preferred
Alternative, with the addition of a regional bi cycle-pedestrian path across the Lake Washington
Floating Bridge. The Preferred Alternative would further enhance bicycle-pedestrian
connectivity through inclusion of a larger Montlake lid, allowing for improved access from north
of SR 520 to the Arboretum and from south of SR 520 to recreational facilities at the University of
Washington (UW).

x As with Option A, the Preferred Alternative would offer no negative permanent effects on
recreational boating. Adequate clearance for recreational boats would be maintained underneath
and around all bridge structures.

What is the SR 520, I-5 to Medina: Bridge Replacement
and HOV Project?

The SR 520, I-5 to Medina: Bridge Replacement andHOV Project would widen the SR 520 corridor to
six lanes from I-5 in Seattle to Evergreen Point R@ad in Medina, and would restripe and reconfigure
the lanes in the corridor from Evergreen Point Road to 92nd Avenue NE in Yarrow Point. It would
replace the vulnerable Evergreen Point Bridge (including the west and east approach structures) and
Portage Bay Bridge, as well as the existing local street bridges across SR 520. The project would
complete the regional HOV lane system across SR 520, as called for in regional and local
transportation plans.

What is the Preferred Alternative?

The new SR 520 corridor would be six lanes wide (two 11-foot-wide outer general-purpose lanes and
one 12-foot-wide inside HOV lane in each direction), with 4-foot-wide inside shoulders and 10-foot -
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wide outside shoulders across the floating bridge. The typical roadway cross-section across the
floating bridge would be approximately 116 feet wide , compared to the existing width of 60 feet. In
response to community interests expressed during public review of the January 2010 SDEIS, the

SR 520 corridor between I-5 and the Montlake interchange would operate as a boulevard or parkway
with a posted speed limit of 45 miles per hour and median planting across the Portage Bay Bridge.
To support the boulevard concept, the width of the inside shoulders in this section of SR 520 would
be narrowed from 4 feet to 2 feet, and the width of the outside shoulders would be reduced from

10 feet to 8 feet. Exhibit 3 highlights the major components of the Preferred Alternative.

The Preferred Alternative would include the following elements:
X An enhanced bicycle/pedestrian crossing adjacent to the East Roanoke Street bridge over I-5

X Reversible transit/HOV ramp to the I-5 express lanes, southbound in the morning and
northbound in the evening

x New overcrossings and an integrated lid at 10th Avenue East and Delmar Drive East

X A six-lane Portage Bay Bridge with a 14-foot-wide westbound managed shoulder that would be
used as an auxiliary lane during peak commute hours

X An improved urban interchange at Montlake Boulevard integrated with a 1,400-foot-long lid
configured for transit, pedestrian, and community connectivity

X A new bascule bridge across the Montlake Cut that provides additional capacity for
transit/HOV, bicycles, and pedestrians

x Improved bridge clearance over Foster Island and the Arboretum Waterfront Trail

X A new west approach bridge configured to be compatible with future high-capacity transit
(including light rail)

x A new floating bridge with two general-purpose lanes, and one HOV lane in each direction

x A new 14-foot-wide bicycle/pedestrian path with scenic pull-outs along the north side of the
new Evergreen Point Bridge (west approach, floating span, and east approach), connecting
regional trails on both sides of Lake Washington

X A new bridge maintenance facility and dock located underneath the east approach of the
Evergreen Point Bridge

X Re-striped and reconfigured roadway between the east approach and 92nd Avenue NE, tying in
to improvements made by the SR 520, Medina to SR 202: Eastside Transit and HOV Project
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